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#CoS_l_4: Incompletengs^th^orem. 
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#CoS_l_6: For ever^thing^ls^ there is silence. 

To paraphrase Wittgenstein’s “iflCUbkie cannot speak, thereof one 
must be silent.” We cannot unders^|^^^^^yjieveil of magic. The act 
of creation so clearly demonstrates theex^M^^ffcl magic beyond any 
reasonable doubt for the philosophicaby inclined. That magic will 
remain outside our reach and comp^Hension. We will call our creator 
SMILEY-LOVE and pass in silenc£^Bf:s Otologies. 




